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Title  40 — Protection  of  the  Environment 

CHAPTER  I — ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION  AGENCY 

SUBCHAPTER  N — EFFLUENT  GUIDELINES  AND 
STANDARDS 

PART  426— GLASS  MANUFACTURING 
POINT  SOURCE  CATEGORY 

Effluent  Limitations  GuMeiines 

On  October  17,  1973  notice  was  pub¬ 
lished  In  the  Federal  Register,  (38  PR 
28902)  that  the  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion  Agency  (EPA  or  Agency)  was  pro¬ 
posing  efiSuent  limitations  guidelines  for 
existing  sources  and  standards  of  per¬ 
formance  and  pretreatment  stand^ds 
for  new  sources  within  the  sheet  glass 
manufacturing,  rolled  glass  manufactur¬ 
ing,  plate  glass  manufacturing,  float 
glass  manufactmlng,  automotive  glass 
tem[>ering  and  automotive  glass  lami¬ 
nating  subcategories  of  the  glass  manu¬ 
facturing  category  at  p(rint  sources.  The 
purpose  of  this  notice  Is  to  establish 
flnal  effluent  limitations  guidelines  for 
existing  sources  and  standards  of  per¬ 
formance  and  pretreatment  standards 
for  new  sources  in  the  glass  manufactur¬ 
ing  category  of  point  sources,  by  amend¬ 
ing  40  CFR  Chapter  I,  Subchapter  N, 
Part  426  to  add  new  subparts  B,  C,  D,  E, 
F  and  G.  This  final  ndemaklng  Is  pro¬ 
mulgated  pursuant  to  sections  301,  304 
(b)  and  (c),  306  (b)  and  (c)  and  307(c) 
of  the  Federal  Water  Pollution  Control 
Act,  as  amended  (the  Act) ;  33  U.S.C. 
1251,  1311,  1314  (b)  and  (c),  1316  (b) 
and  (c)  and  1317(c) ;  86  Stat.  816  et  seq.; 
Pub.  li.  92-500.  Regulations  regarding 
cooling  water  intake  structures  for  all 
categories  of  point  sources  under  section 
316(b)  of  the  Act  will  be  promulgated  in 
40  CFR  Part  402. 

In  addition,  the  EPA  is  simultaneously 
proposing  a  separate  provlsl<m  whicdi  ap¬ 
pears  In  the  proposed  rules  section  of  the 
Federal  Register,  stating  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  limitations  and  standard  set 
forth  below  to  users  of  publicly  owned 
treatment  works  which  are  subject  to 
pretreatment  standards  under  section 
307  (b)  of  the  Act.  The  basis  of  that  pro¬ 
posed  regulation  is  set  forth  In  the  asso¬ 
ciated  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

The  legal  basis,  methodology  and  fac¬ 
tual  conclusicms  which  support  promul¬ 
gation  of  this  regulation  were  set  forth 
in  substantial  detail  in  the  notice  of  pub¬ 
lic  review  procedures  published  August  6, 
1973  (38  FR  21202)  and  in  the  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  for  the  sheet  glass 
manufacturing,  rolled  glass  manufactur¬ 
ing,  plate  glass  manufacturing,  float  glass 
manufacturing,  automotive  glass  temper¬ 
ing  and  automotive  glass  laminating 
subcategories.  In  addition,  the  regula¬ 
tions  as  proposed  were  supported  by  two 
other  documents:  (1)  the  document  en¬ 
titled  “Development  Document  for  Pro¬ 
posed  Effluent  Limitations  Guidelines  and 
New  Source  Performance  Standards  for 
the  FLAT  GLASS  Segment  of  the  Glass 
Manufacturing  Point  Source  CJategory” 
(October  1973)  and  (2)  the  document 
entitled  “Economic  Analysis  of  Proposed 
Effluent  Guidelines,  PLAT  GLASS  IN¬ 
DUSTRY"  (August  1973).  Both  of  these 
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documents  were  made  available  to  the 
public  and  circulated  to  interested  per¬ 
sons  at  ajH>roxlmately  the  time  of  pub¬ 
lication  of  the  notice  of  proposed  nile- 
making. 

Interested  persons  were  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  In  the  rulemaking  by  submitting 
written  comments  within  30  days  from 
the  date  of  publication.  Prior  public  par¬ 
ticipation  in  the  form  of  solicited  com¬ 
ments  and  responses  from  the  States, 
Federal  agencies,  and  other  Interested 
parties  was  described  in  the  preamble  to 
the  proposed  regulation.  The  EPA  has 
considered  carefully  all  of  the  ccmiments 
received  and  a  discussion  of  these  com¬ 
ments  with  the  Agency’s  response  thereto 
follows. 

(a)  Summary  of  comments. 

The  following  responded  to  the  request 
for  comments  which  was  made  in  the 
preamble  to  the  proposed  regulation: 
PPG  Industries,  Inc.:  U.S.  Water  Re¬ 
sources  Council;  County  Sanitation  Dis¬ 
tricts  of  Lob  Angeles  County;  Ford  Mo¬ 
tor  Company;  Libbey-Owens-Ford  CHim- 
pany;  Coloi^o  Department  of  Natural 
Resources;  and  U.S.  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare. 

Each  of  the  comments  received  was 
carefully  reviewed  and  analyzed.  The  fol¬ 
lowing  is  a  summary  of  the  significant 
comments  and  EPA’s  response  to  those 
comments. 

(1)  Comments  were  received  question¬ 
ing  the  applicability  of  dlatomaceous 
earth  filters  for  suspended  solids  and  oil 
removal  as  best  available  technology. 
Claims  were  made  that  this  treatment 
device  is  untested  and  improven  In  the 
subcategories  covered,  and  that  the  es¬ 
timated  effluent  concentrations  of  less 
than  5  mg/l  are  overly  optimistic. 

EPA  has  found  many  applications  of 
this  filtration  device  In  other  Industries 
and  also  In  a  few  cases  in  the  glass  in¬ 
dustry.  Sufficient  data  exists  on  the  opier- 
atlon  of  diatomaceous  earth  filters  to 
■how  that  such  a  device  can  routinely 
achieve  less  than  5  mg/l  of  suspended 
solids  and  oil.  In  the  glass  container  in¬ 
dustry  a  diatomaceous  earth  filter  is  be¬ 
ing  used  at  one  plant  to  remove  machine 
oil,  and  emulsified  cutting  oils  similar  to 
those  used  in  the  flat  glass  Industry.  Also, 
it  has  recently  come  to  light  that  one 
plant  producing  windshields  has  installed 
a  diatomaceous  earth  filter  on  its  lamina- 
dofi  wash  water  systems  on  a  pilot  basis. 

EPA,  therrfore,  finds  that  the  “best 
available”  limitations  on  the  automotive 
gl£^  tempering  and  automotive  glass 
laminating  subcategories  are  reasonable 
and  justified  based  on  the  proven  tech¬ 
nology. 

(2)  Comments  have  been  received  that 
the  no  discharge  limitation  for  float  glass 
cannot  be  accomplished  for  two  reasons: 
(1)  No  additional  water  can  be  added  to 
the  batch  make-up  as  suggested  by  EPA, 
emd  (2)  a  number  of  factors  mitigate 
against  the  disposal  of  float  wash  water 
to  cooling  towers.  EPA  has  not  Included 
limitations  of  noncontact  cooling  water, 
either  for  once-through  cooling  water,  or 
for  cooling  tower  blowdown  from  recycled 
systems.  If  float  wash  water  is  added  to 


cooling  water  systems,  the  pollutants  will 
be  eventually  discharged  to  the  environ¬ 
ment  untreated.  The  first  objection  was 
based,  (m  the  fact  that  soda  ash  is  in 
short 'supply  and  liquid  caustic  must  be 
substitute  All  the  water  needed  for  dust 
suppression  is  thus  supplied  by  the  liquid 
caustic.  Moreover,  the  suggestion  by  EPA 
that  diT  caustic  could  be  substituted  is 
not  practical  because  it  would  present 
severe  handling  and  storage  problems. 

EPA  has  confirmed  the  accuracy  of 
these  statements.  The  recommended  re¬ 
cycle  of  wash  water  to  ccxiling  towers 
would  not  be  appropriate  because  effluent 
limitations  have  not  yet  been  developed 
for  noncontact  cooling  water.  EPA  has 
also  determined  that  the  use  of  dry 
caustic  to  allow  recycle  of  waste  water  to 
the  batch  make-up  does  present  the 
problems  mentkmed  above.  Therefore,  a 
new  limitation  for  the  float  glass  sub¬ 
category  representing  the  best  available 
technology  economically  achievable  has 
been  established.  These  limitations  can 
be  attained  by  the  use  of  diatomaceous 
earth  filters  as  described  in  the  Develop¬ 
ment  Document. 

(3)  A  (luestion  was  raised  in  the  com¬ 
ment  period  about  the  setting  of  a  COD 
limitation  on  plate  glass  manufacturing. 
The  Devek^ment  Document  stated  that 
data  on  CXID  was  Insufficient  to  deter¬ 
mine  an  accurate  COD  loading  for  a 
typical  plant. 

The  statement  above  is  only  correct 
as  it  applies  to  data  on  the  raw  waste 
load.  Industry-supplied  data,  verified  by 
EPA’s  c(mtractor.  was  sufficient  to  estab¬ 
lish  a  COD  effluent  loading.  However, 
further  consideration  of  the  COD  limi¬ 
tation  by  EPA  has  determined  that  the 
removal  of  suspended  solids  is  sufficient 
to  control  wastes  from  the  plate  process. 
The  source  at  COD  In  plate  waste  water 
is  the  p(ffishing  operation  and  can  be 
attributed  to  the  organic  fibers  from  the 
polishing  pads.  No  other  significant 
source  is  known.  Since  the  treatment 
technology  Is  designed  to  control  sus¬ 
pended  solids,  these  organic  fibers  should 
be  removed  to  the  same  high  level  as 
inorganic  suspended  solids.  The  new 
regulations,  therefore,  do  not  contain  a 
CX>D  Ilmltotlon,  for  the  plate  glass 
subcategory. 

(4)  Commenters  were  concerned  that 
the  limitations  would  be  interpreted  as 
absolute  values  without  consideration  of 
pollutants  In  Incoming  waters. 

There  Is  evidence  to  show  that  COD 
and  BODS  values  of  intake  waters  are 
significant  when  compared  to  the  allow¬ 
able  effluent  loadings  in  the  proposed 
effluent  limitations  for  some  parameters. 
Moreover,  in  the  case  of  the  float  glass, 
automotive  glass  tempering,  and  auto¬ 
motive  glass  laminating  subcategories, 
the  COD  and  BODS  parameters  can  be 
attributed  to  the  oil  present  as  described 
in  the  Development  D(x:ument. 

EPA  has  decided  that  with  the  con¬ 
centrations  of  organics  normally  present 
in  Intake  waters,  plants  would  find  diffi¬ 
culty  In  meeting  the  absolute  limitations 
for  BODS  and  COD.  Since  the  organics 
are  essentially  oil,  the  BODS  and  <X)D 
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limitations  have  been  dropped  from,  the 
proposed  limitations  for  the  flat  glass 
industry. 

(5)  The  comments  above  also  apply  to 
the  phosphorus  limitations  in  the  float 
glass  and  automotive  glass  subcategories. 
Phosphorus  limitations  will  be  difficult 
to  meet  if  the  numbers  are  considered 
absolute  values  and  not  net  over  incoming 
waters. 

EPA  has  decided  that  the  phosphorus 
limitations  for  float  glass  should  be  re¬ 
tained.  These  limitations  make  allowance 
for  phosphorus  present  in  incoming 
waters  and  anaJs^tical  error.  Diuing  the 
colurse  of  the  guidelines  development 
EPA  determined  that  the  use  of  phos¬ 
phate  based  detergents  was  not  necessary 
in  float  glass  washing.  The  present  limi¬ 
tation,  therefore,  can  be  met  if  such  de¬ 
tergents  are  not  used. 

In  the  automotive  glass  lamination 
subcategory,  EPA  recognizes  that  the  low 
concentration  of  phosphate  required  by 
the  proposed  limitations  would  be  diffi¬ 
cult  for  a  plant  to  achieve  if  the  Intake 
waters  are  not  taken  into  account.  There¬ 
fore,  an  additional  allowance  has  been 
made  in  the  best  practicable  and  best 
available  limitations  to  account  for  any 
background  phosphate.  This  allowance  is 
approximately  0.5  mg/l  for  a  typical 
plant. 

(6)  Comments  were  received  that 
claimed  that  an  API  separator  on  the 
rinse  water  in  the  laminating  subcate¬ 
gory  was  insufficient  to  remove  oil. 

EPA  found  in  the  study  of  the  industry 
that  API  separators  can  indeed  reach  the 
levels  required  by  the  “best  practicable” 
limitations.  Difficulties  can  arise  where 
excess  water  is  used  in  the  rinse  opera¬ 
tions.  However,  with  the  recommended 
hot  water  pre-rinse  which  is  totally  re¬ 
cycled,  water  usage  will  be  minimized  and 
the  required  oil  levels  achieved  in  the 
effluent. 

(7)  Commentors  pointed  out  that  the 
term  “oil”  needs  a  more  specific  and 
common  definition,  and  that  a  previous 
test  procedure  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (38  PR  28758,  October  16, 1973) 
used  freon  to  extract  oil  from  a  sample. 

To  clarify  this  issue,  this  promulgated 
regulation  refers  to  the  above  Federal 
Register  document  and  the  definition  of 
oil  contained  therein. 

(8)  Other  comments  pointed  out  that 
the  limitations  would  require  a  typical 
plant  to  reduce  its  oil  to  5  mg/l  in  the 
effluent.  It  was  pointed  out  that  the  pres¬ 
ent  analsdical  method  is  only  accurate 
to  10  mg/L 

EPA  finds  the  comments  to  be  valid. 
The  limitations  in  this  document  have 
been  raised  where  necessary  to  an  efflu¬ 
ent  loading  that  would  represent  10  mg/l 
for  a  typical  plant  flow. 

(b)  Revision  of  the  proposed  regula¬ 
tions  prior  to  promulgation. 

As  a  result  of  public  comments,  con¬ 
tinuing  review  and  evaluation  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  regulation  by  EPA.  the  following 
changes  have  been  made  in  the  Emula¬ 
tion. 

(1)  Sections  426.21,  426.31,  426.41. 
426.51,  426.61  and  426.71  entitled  “Spe¬ 


cialized  Definitions,”  now  Include  refer¬ 
ences  to  general  definitions,  abbrevla- 
tions,  and  methods  of  analysis  in  40  Cm 
Part  401  which  reduce  the  need  for  some 
specialized  deflnltions  in  this  regulation. 

(2)  An  important  change  was  made  in 
the  “best  available”  limitations  for  the 
float  glass  subcategory.  The  proposed 
no  discharge  limitation  has  been  changed 
to  permit  a  discharge.  The  pollutant 
levels,  however,  were  determined  to  be 
less  than  that  allowed  by  the  “best  prac¬ 
ticable”  limitations,  and  are  attainable 
by  the  application  of  the  best  available 
technology  economically  achievable,  use 
of  diatomaceous  earth  filter. 

Originally,  EPA  was  of  the  opinion  that 
the  relatively  clean  float  wash  water 
could  be  entirely  recycled  to  the  batch 
make-up  for  dust  suppression  and  to  the 
cooling  towers  as  make-up  water.  Com¬ 
ments  submitted  to  EPA  have  shown  that 
in  many  cases  this  waste  water  can  not 
be  recycled  for  soimd  technical  reasons. 
EPA  also  reconsidered  the  recommended 
recycle  of  wash  water  to  cooling  towers 
because  effluent  limitations  have  not  yet 
been  developed  for  non-contact  cooling 
water  and  it  would  not  be  appropriate  to 
dispose  of  float  wash  water  in  the  cool¬ 
ing  water  system  before  such  limitations 
are  established. 

(3)  In  the  plate  glass  subcategory,  the 
CX>D  limitations  have  been  eliminated 
but  the  limitations  on  TSS  remain.  EPA 
has  determined  that  the  technology  for 
controlling  TSS  is  more  than  adequate  to 
control  the  waste  water  discharge  from 
the  plate  process.  The  CX>D  is  contributed 
by  the  organic  fibers  in  the  polishing 
pads.  These  fibers  are  measured  in  the 
TSS  analysis,  and,  therefore,  little  bene¬ 
fit  is  to  be  derived  from  the  setting  of  a 
separate  (X>D  limitation.  As  mentioned 
previously,  there  is  also  some  question 
about  the  lack  of  COD  data  in  the  raw 
waste  from  the  plate  process  which  fur¬ 
ther  suppmis  the  decision  to  remove  COD 
from  the  list  of  effluent  limitations  for 
the  plate  glass  subcategory. 

(4)  The  BODS  and  (X>D  limitations  in 
the  float  glass,  autimiotive  glass  temper¬ 
ing  and  automotive  glass  laminating  sub¬ 
categories  have  been  eliminated.  This 
was  done  for  two  reasons:  (1)  The 
limitations  do  not  give  any  credit  for 
these  pollutant  parameters  in  inccHning 
waters.  These  pollutants  are  frequently 
present  in  intake  water  (xmcentrations 
equal  to  the  proposed  limitations  and 
could  preclude  many  plants  from  meeting 
the  limitations.  (2)  The  BOD5  and  COD 
added  by  the  process  is  almost  entirely 
oil.  The  oil  limitations  in  these  regula¬ 
tions  are  sufficient  to  control  this  pol¬ 
lutant  with  proper  monitoring. 

(5)  In  the  automotives  glass  laminating 
suboategory,  the  phosphorus  limitations 
have  been  raised  to  allow  for  phosphate 
in  Intake  waters.  The  low  effluent  con¬ 
centrations  required  by  the  proposed 
limitations  would  be  difficult  to  meet  if 
applied  on  an  absidute  basis.  The  allow¬ 
able  effluoxt  concentrations  for  a  typical 
plant  were  thus  raised  from  5.6  to  6.1 
mg/l  tar  the  "best  practicaUe”  limita¬ 


tions  and  frwn  1.0  to  1.5  mg/l  for  the 
“best  available”  limitations. 

(6)  Valid  questions  were  raised  during 
the  comment  period  about  the  limits  of 
detection  for  oil.  The  proposed  limita¬ 
tions  were  based  on  a  concentration  of  5 
mg/l  for  a  t3rplcal  plant.  Comments  have 
showed  that  10  mg/l  of  oil  Is  the  enforce¬ 
able  limit  and  the  limitations  in  each  of 
the  subcategories  containing  oil  as  a 
parameter  (float  glass  manufacturing, 
automotive  glass  tempering  and  automo¬ 
tive  glass  laminating)  have  been  raised 
to  reflect  this  consideration. 

(7)  Section  304(b)(1)(B)  of  the  Act 
provides  for  “guidelines”  to  implement 
the  xmiform  national  standards  of  Sec¬ 
tion  301(b)  (1)  (A) .  Thus  Congress  recog¬ 
nized  that  some  flexibility  was  necessary 
in  order  to  take  into  account  the  com¬ 
plexity  of  the  industrial  world  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  practicability  of  pollution 
control  technology.  In  conformity  with 
the  Congressional  intent  and  in  recogni¬ 
tion  of  the  possible  failure  of  these  regu¬ 
lations  to  accoimt  for  all  factors  bearing 
on  the  practicability  of  control  tech¬ 
nology,  it  was  concluded  that  some  pro¬ 
vision  was  needed  to  authorize  flexibility 
in  the  strict  application  of  the  limitations 
contained  in  the  regulation  where  re¬ 
quired  by  special  circumstances  appli¬ 
cable  to  individual  dischargers.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  a  provision  allowing  flexibility  in 
the  application  of  the  limitations  repre¬ 
senting  best  practicable  control  tech¬ 
nology  currently  available  has  been 
added  to  each  subpart,  to  accoimt  for 
special  circumstances  that  may  not  have 
been  adequately  accoimted  for  when 
these  regulations  were  developed. 

(c)  Economic  impact. 

The  changes  to  the  regulations  will  not 
affect  the  results  of  the  economic  anal¬ 
ysis  prepared  for  the  proposed  regula¬ 
tion. 

(d)  Cost-beneflt  analysis. 

The  detrimental  effects  of  the  constit¬ 
uents  of  waste  water  now  discharged  by 
point  sources  within  the  flat  glass  seg¬ 
ment  of  the  glass  manufacturing  point 
source  category  are  discussed  in  Section 
VI  of  the  report  entitled  “Development 
Document  for  Effluent  Limitations 
Guidelines  for  the  FLAT  GLASS  Seg¬ 
ment  Manufacturing  Point  Source  Cate¬ 
gory”  (February,  1974) .  It  is  not  feasible 
to  quantify  in  economic  terms,  particu¬ 
larly  on  a  national  basis,  the  costs  re¬ 
sulting  from  the  discharge  of  these  pollu¬ 
tants  to  our  Nation’s  waterways.  Never¬ 
theless,  as  Indicated  in  Section  VI,  the 
pollutants  discharged  have  substantial 
and  damaging  impacts  on  the  quality  of 
water  and  therefore  on  its  capacity  to 
support  healthy  populations  of  wildlife, 
fish  and  other  aquatic  wildlife  and  on  its 
suitability  for  industrial,  recreational 
and  drinking  water  supply  uses. 

The  total  cost  of  implementing  the 
effluent  limitations  guidelines  Includes 
the  direct  capital  and  op>erating  costs  of 
the  pollution  control  technology  em¬ 
ployed  to  achieve  compliance  and  the  in¬ 
direct  economic  and  environmental  costs 
identified  in  Section  Vm  and  in  the 
supplementary  report  entitled  “Economic 
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Analysis  of  Proposed  EfBuent  Giildellnes, 
FLAT  GLASS  INDUSTRY**  (September, 
1973).  Implementing  the  effluent  limita¬ 
tions  guidelines  will  sx^tantlaJly  reduce 
the  environmental  barm  which  would 
otherwise  be  attributable  to  the  con¬ 
tinued  discharge  of  polluted  waste  waters 
from  existing  and  newly  constructed 
plants  in  the  fiat  glass  Industry.  The 
Agency  believes  that  the  benefits  of  thus 
reducing  the  pollutants  discharged  jus¬ 
tify  the  associated  costs  which,  though 
substantial  In  absolute  terms,  represent 
a  relatively  small  percentage  of  the  total 
capital  Investment  in  the  Industry. 

(e)  Publication  of  information  on  proc¬ 
esses,  procedures,  or  operating  methods 
which  result  In  the  elimination  or  reduc¬ 
tion  ot  the  discharge  of  pollutants. 

In  confcxmance  with  the  requirements 
of  section  304(c)  of  the  Act,  a  manual 
entitled,  *T>evelopment  Document  for 
Effluent  Limitations  Guidelines  and  New 
Source  Performance  Standards  for  the 
FLAT  GLASS  Segment  of  the  Glass 
Manufacttirlng  Point  Source  Category,** 
has  beoi  published  and  is  available  for 
piurchase  from  the  Government  Printing 
Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20401  for  a 
nominal  fee. 

(f)  Final  rulemaking. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  40 
cm  Copter  I,  Subchapter  N,  Part  426 
is  hereby  amended  by  adding  Subparts 
B  through  G  to  read  as  set  forth  below. 
This  final  regulation  is  promulgated  as 
set  forth  below  and  shall  be  effective 
April  15,  1974. 

Dated:  January  31, 1974. 

John  Quarles, 

Acting  Administrator. 
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duction  attainable  by  the  i^ipUca- 
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426.23  KBuent  limitations  guidelines  repre¬ 

senting  the  degree  of  effluent  re¬ 
duction  attainable  by  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  available  technol¬ 
ogy  economically  achievable. 
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426.25  Standards  of  performance  for  new 
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426.26  Pretreatment  standards  for  new 

sources. 
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resenting  the  degree  of  ^uent  re¬ 
duction  attainable  by  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  available  technol¬ 
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426.34  Reserved. 

426.35  Standards  of  performance  for  new 

sooroea. 

436fi6  Pretreatment  standards  tor  new 
sources. 

Subpart  D — Rale  Glass  Manufacturing 
Subetegory 

426.40  AppllcabQl^  deecrlptlan  of  the 

plate  glass  manufacturing  sub¬ 
category. 

426.41  Specialized  definitions. 

426.42  Effluent  Umltatlons  guidelines  rep- 

res«itlng  the  degree  of  effluent  re¬ 
duction  attainable  by  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  the  best  practicable 
control  technology  currMitly  avail¬ 
able. 

426.43  Effluent  limitations  guidelines  rep¬ 

resenting  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  iq>pU- 
catlon  of  the  best  available  te<fii- 
nology  economically  achievable. 

426.44  Reserved. 

426.45  Standards  of  performance  for  new 

sources. 

426.46  Pretreatment  standards  for  new 

sources. 

Subpart  E — Float  Glass  Manufacturing 
Subcategory 

426.50  Applicability:  description  of  the  ifoat 

glass  manufacturing  subcategory. 

426.51  Specialized  definitions. 

436 fi2  Effluent  limitations  guidelines  rep¬ 
resenting  the  degree  of  affluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  the  best  practicable  con¬ 
trol  technology  currently  available. 

426.53  Effluent  Umltatlotu  guldellnea  rep¬ 

resenting  the  degree  of  ^uent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  ^>pll- 
catlon  of  the  best  available  te<di- 
nology  aconmnlcally  achievable. 

426.54  Reserved. 

426fi5  Standards  of  performance  for  new 
aources. 

426.56  Pretreatment  standards  for  new 
sources. 

Subpart  F — Automotive  Glass  Tempering 
Subcategory 

426.60  Applicability;  description  of  the 

automotive  glass  tempering  sub- 
categcry. 

436.61  Spedallzed  definitions. 

436  62  Efltuent  limitations  guidelines  rep¬ 
resenting  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attaliuUsle  by  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  the  best  practicable  cem- 
trOl  technology  currently  available. 

436.63  Effluent  limitations  guidelines  rep- 

reeentlng  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  the  beet  available  tedi- 
nology  eocmomically  achievable. 

436.64  Reserved. 

426.65  Standards  ot  performance  for  new 

sources. 

436.66  Pretreatment  standards  for  new 

sources. 

Subpart  G — Automotive  Glass  Laminating 
Subcategory 

426.70  Applicability;  description  of  the  au¬ 

tomotive  glass  laminating  subcat- 
egory. 

426.71  SpMlalized  definitions. 

436.73  Effluent  limitations  guidelines  repre¬ 
senting  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  the  beet  practicable 
control  technology  currently 
available. 

436.73  Effluent  limitations  guidelines  rep- 
reaenting  the  degree  of  affluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  the  best  available 
technology  economically  achiev¬ 
able. 


Sec. 

426.74  Reserved. 

436.75  Btandarda  of  performance  for  new 

sources. 

436.76  Pretraatment  standards  for  new 

souroes. 

Subpart  B — Sheet  Glass  Manufacturing 
Subeategoty 

§  426.20  Ap|riicab3ity;  description  of 
the  sheet  glass  manufacturing  sub¬ 
category. 

The  provisions  of  this  subpart  are  ap¬ 
plicable  to  discharges  of  p<ffiutants 
resulting  from  the  process  In  which  sev¬ 
eral  mineral  Ingredients  (sand,  soda  ash, 
limestone,  dohxnlte,  cullen  and  other 
Ingredients)  are  mixed,  melted  In  a  fur¬ 
nace,  and  drawn  vertically  from  a  melt¬ 
ing  tank  to  form  sheet  glass. 

§  426JZ1  Specialized  definitions. 

For  the  purpose  of  this  subpart; 

(a)  Except  as  provided  below,  the  gen¬ 
eral  definitions,  abbreviations  and  meth- 
ods  of  analysis  set  forth  In  40  CFR  Part 
401  shall  apply  to  this  subpart. 

(b)  The  term  “cufiet”  shall  mean  any 
broken  glass  generated  In  the  manufac¬ 
turing  process. 

§  426.22  Efflnent  limitations  guidelines 
representing  the  degree  of  efflnent 
redaction  attainaUe  by  the  triplica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  practicable  control 
lechmdogy  cnrrcntly  available. 

In  establishing  the  limitations  set  forth 
In  this  section,  EPA  Uxdr  into  account  all 
Infoimation  it  was  sdde  to  ct^ect,  develt^ 
and  solicit  with  respect  to  factors  (such 
as  age  and  size  of  plant,  raw  materials, 
manufacturing  processes,  products  pro¬ 
duced,  treatment  tec^hnology  available, 
energy  requirements  and  costs)  which 
can  affect  the  Industry  subcategorization 
and  elBuent  levds  established.  It  Is,  how¬ 
ever,  possible  that  data  wdilch  would 
affect  these  limitations  have  not  be^ 
available  and,  as  a  result,  these  limita¬ 
tions  should  be  adjusted  for  certain 
plants  In  this  Industry.  An  Individual  dis¬ 
charger  or  other  Interested  person  may 
submit  evidence  to  the  Regional  Admin¬ 
istrator  (or  to  the  State,  If  the  State  has 
the  authority  to  Issue  NPDES  permits) 
that  factors  relating  to  the  equipment  or 
facilities  Involved,  the  process  applied, 
or  other  such  factors  related  to  such  dis¬ 
charger  are  fimdamentally  different 
frwn  the  factors  considered  In  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  the  guidelines.  On  the  basis 
of  such  evidence  or  other  available  Infor¬ 
mation,  the  Regional  Administrator  (or 
the  State)  will  make  a  written  finding 
that  such  factors  are  or  are  not  funda¬ 
mentally  different  for  that  facility  com¬ 
pared  to  those  specified  in  the  Develop¬ 
ment  Document.  If  such  fundamentally 
different  factors  are  found  to  exist,  the 
Regional  Administrator  or  the  State 
shall  establish  for  the  discharger  effluent 
limitations  in  the  NPDES  permit  either 
more  or  less  stringent  than  the  limita¬ 
tions  established  herein,  to  the  extent 
dictated  by  such  fundamentally  different 
factors.  Such  limitations  must  be  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Administrator  of  the  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Ag^cy.  The  Ad¬ 
ministrator  may  approve  or  disapprove 
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such  limitati(ms.  specify  other  limita¬ 
tions.  or  initiate  proce^ngs  to  revise 
these  regulations. 

(i>)  The  following  limitations  estat^h 
the  quantity  or  quality  of  pollutants  or 
pollutant  properties  which  may  be  dis¬ 
charged  by  a  point  source  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  this  subpart  after  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  practicable  control  tech¬ 
nology  currently  available:  there  shall 
be  no  discharge  of  process  waste  water 
pollutants  to  navigable  waters. 

§  426.23  Effluent  liniitation.s  Kuitleliiies 
repreHcnting  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  available  teebnology 
eeonontieally  aeliicwable. 

The  following  limitations  establish  the 
quantity  or  quality  of  pollutants  or  pol¬ 
lutant  pn^rtles  which  may  be  dis¬ 
charged  by  a  point  source  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  this  subpart  after  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  available  technology  eco¬ 
nomically  achievable:  there  shall  be  no 
discharge  of  process  waste  water  pol¬ 
lutants  to  navigable  waters. 

§  426.24  [Reserved] 

§  426.25  Standards  of  perforiiiaiire  fur 
new  sources. 

The  following  standards  of  perform¬ 
ance  establish  the  quantity  or  quality  of 
pollutants  or  pollutant,  properties  which 
may  be  discharged  by  a  new  source  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  provisions  of  this  subpart: 
There  shall  be  no  discharge  of  process 
waste  water  pollutants  to  navigable 
waters. 

§  426.26  Pretrealment  standard.*.  for 
new  sources. 

The  pretreatment  standards  under 
section  307(c)  of  the  Act  for  a  soiuce 
within  the  sheet  glass  manufacturing 
subcategory,  which  is  a  user  of  a  publicly 
owned  treatment  works  (and  which 
would  be  a  new  source  subject  to  section 
306  of  the  Act,  if  it  were  to  discharge 
pollutants  to  the  navigable  waters), 
shall  be  the  standard  set  forth  in  40  CFR 
Part  128,  except  that,  for  the  purpose  of 
this  section,  40  CFR  128.133  shall  be 
amended  to  read  as  follows : 

In  addition  to  the  prohibitions  set  forth 
In  40  (TFR  126.131,  the  pretreatment  stand¬ 
ard  for  Incompatible  pollutants  introduced 
Into  a  publicly  owned  treatment  works  shall 
be  the  standard  of  performance  for  new 
sources  specified  In  40  CFR  426.25;  provided 
that,  if  the  publicly  owned  treatment  works 
which  receives  the  pollutants  Is  committed, 
In  its  NPDES  permit,  to  remove  a  specified 
percentage  of  any  incompatible  pollutant, 
the  pretreatfnent  standard  applicable  to 
users  of  such  treatment  works  shall,  except 
In  the  case  of  standards  providing  for  no 
discharge  of  pollutants,  be  correspondingly 
reduced  in  stringency  for  that  pollutant. 

Subpart  C — Rolled  Glass  Manufacturing 
Subcategory 

§  426.30  Applicability;  description  of 
the  rolled  glass  manufacturing  sub- 
category. 

The  provisions  of  this  subpart  are  ap¬ 
plicable  to  discharges  of  pollutants  re¬ 
sulting  from  the  process  in  which  several 
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mineral  Ingredients  (sand,  soda  ash, 
limestone,  dolomite,  cuUet,  and  other  in- 
grefUmts)  are  mixed,  melted  in  a  fiu*- 
naoe,  and  cooled  by  rollers  to  form  rolled 
glass. 

§  426.31  Specialized  definitions. 

For  the  purpose  of  this  subpart; 

(a)  Except  as  provided  below,  the  gen¬ 
eral  definitions,  abbreviations  and  meth¬ 
ods  of  analysis  set  forth  in  40  CFR  Part 
401  shall  apply  to  this  subpart. 

(b)  The  term  “cullet”  shall  mean  any 
broken  glass  generated  in  the  manufac¬ 
turing  process. 

§  426.32  Effluent  liinitutioiis  guidelines 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  practicable  control 
technology  currently  available. 

In  establishing  the  limitations  set 
forth  in  this  section,  EPA  took  into  ac¬ 
count  all  information  it  was  able  to 
collect,  develop  and  solicit  with  respect 
to  factors  (such  as  age  and  size  of  plant, 
raw  materials,  manufacturing  processes, 
products  produced,  treatment  technology 
available,  energy  requirements  and 
costs)  w'hich  can  affect  the  industry 
subcategorization  and  effluent  levels  es¬ 
tablished.  It  is,  however,  possible  that 
data  which  would  affect  these  limita¬ 
tions  have  not  been  available  and,  as  a 
result,  these  limitations  should  be  ad¬ 
justed  for  certain  plants  in  this  industry. 
An  individual  discharger  or  other  in¬ 
terested  person  may  submit  evidence  to 
the  Regional  Administrator  (or  to  the 
State,  if  the  State  has  the  authority  to 
issue  NPDES  permits)  that  factors  re¬ 
lating  to  the  equipment  or  facilities  in¬ 
volved,  the  process  applied,  or  other  such 
factors  related  to  such  discharger  are 
fundamentally  different  from  the  fac¬ 
tors  considered  in  the  establishment  of 
the  guidelines.  On  the  basis  of  such  evi¬ 
dence  or  other  available  information,  the 
Regional  Administrator  (or  the  State) 
will  make  a  written  finding  that  such 
factors  are  or  are  not  fundamentally 
different  for  that  facility  compared  to 
those  specified  in  the  Development  Docu¬ 
ment.  If  such  fundamentally  different 
factors  are  foimd  to  exist,  the  Regional 
Administrator  or  the  State  shall  estab¬ 
lish  for  the  discharger  effluent  limita¬ 
tions  in  the  NPDES  permit  either  more 
or  less  stringent  th^  the  limitations 
established  herein,  to  the  extent  dic¬ 
tated  by  such  fundamentally  different 
factors.  Such  limitations  must  be  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Administrator  of  the  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency.  The 
Administrator  may  approve  or  disap¬ 
prove  such  limitations,  specify  other 
limitations,  or  initiate  proceedings  to 
revise  these  regulations. 

The  following  limitations  establish  the 
quantity  or  quality  of  pollutants  or  pol¬ 
lutant  properties  which  may  be  dis¬ 
charged  by  a  point  source  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  this  subpart  after  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  practicable  control  tech¬ 
nology  currently  available:  There  shall 
be  no  discharge  of  process  waste  water 
pollutants  to  navigable  waters. 
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§  426.33  Effluent  limitations  guiddines 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
rcducticHi  attainable  by  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  available  technology 
economically  achievaUe. 

The  following  limitations  establish  the 
quantity  or  quality  of  pollutants  or  pol¬ 
lutant  properties  which  may  be  dis¬ 
charged  by  a  point  source  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  this  subpart  after  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  available  technology  eco¬ 
nomically  achievable:  there  shall  be  no 
discharge  of  process  waste  water  pollut¬ 
ants  to  navigable  w'aters. 

§  426.34  [Reserved] 

§  426.35  Standards  of  performance  for 
new  sources. 

The  following  standards  of  perform¬ 
ance  establish  the  quantity  or  quality  of 
pollutants  or  pollutant  properties  which 
may  be  discharged  by  a  new  source  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  provisions  of  this  subpart: 
there  shall  be  no  discharge  of  process 
waste  w^ater  pollutants  te  navigable 
w’aters. 

§  426.36  Pretreatment  standards  for 
new  sources. 

The  pretreatment  standards  under 
section  307(c)  of  the  Act  for  a  source 
within  the  rolled  glass  manufacturing 
subcategory,  which  is  a  user  of  a  pub¬ 
licly  owned  treatment  works  (and  which 
would  be  a  new  source  subject  to  sec¬ 
tion  306  of  the  Act,  if  it  were  to  dis¬ 
charge  pollutants  to  the  navigable  wa¬ 
ters)  ,  shall  be  the  standard  set  forth 
in  40  (JPR  128,  except  that,  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  section,  40  CFR  128.133 
shall  be  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“111  addition  to  the  prohibitions  set  forth 
in  40  CFR  128.131,  the  pretreatment  stand¬ 
ard  for  incompatible  pollutants  Introduced 
into  a  publicly  owned  treatment  works  shall 
be  the  standard  of  performance  for  new 
sources  specified  in  40  CFR  426.35;  provided 
that,  if  the  publicly  owned  treatment  works 
which  receives  the  pollutants  is  committed, 
in  its  NPDES  permit,  to  remove  a  specified 
percentage  of  any  incompatible  pollutant, 
the  pretreatment  standard  applicable  to 
users  of  such  treatment  works  shall,  except 
in  the  case  of  standards  providing  for  no 
discharge  of  pollutants,  be  correspondingly 
reduced  in  stringency  for  that  pollutant.” 

Subpart  D — Rate  Glass  Manufacturing 
Subcategory 

§  426.40  Applicability;  description  of  „ 
the  plate  glass  manufacturing  sub¬ 
category. 

The  provisions  of  this  subpart  are  ap¬ 
plicable  to  discharges  of  pollutants  re¬ 
sulting  from  the  process  in  which  several 
mineral  ingredients  (sand,  soda  ash, 
limestone,  dolomite,  cullet  and  other  in¬ 
gredients)  are  melted  in  a  furnace, 
pressed  between  rollers,  and  finally 
ground  and  polished  to  form  plate  glass. 

§  426.41  Specialized  definitions. 

For  the  purpose  of  this  subpart: 

(a)  Except  as  provided  feelow,  the  gen¬ 
eral  definitions,  abbreviations  and  meth¬ 
ods  of  analysis  set  forth  In  40  CFR  Part 
401  shall  apply  to  this  subpart. 
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(b)  The  term  “cullet”  shall  mean  any 
broken  glass  generated  In  the  mstniifac- 
turing  process. 

§  426.42  Effluent  limitations  guidelines 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  practicable  control 
teclincdogy  currently  available. 

In  establishing  the  limitaticms  set  forth 
in  this  section,  EPA  took  into  account  all 
information  it  was  able  to  collect,  de¬ 
velop  and  solicit  with  respect  to  factors 
(such  as  age  and  size  of  plant,  raw  mate¬ 
rials,  manufacturing  processes,  products 
produced,  treatment  technology  avail¬ 
able,  energy  requirements  and  costs) 
which  can  affect  the  industry  subcate- 
gorizaticm  and  effluent  levels  established. 
It  is,  however,  possible  that  data  which 
would  effect  these  limitations  have  not 
been  available  and,  as  a  result,  these  lim¬ 
itations  should  be  adjiisted  for  certain 
plants  in  this  industry.  An  individual  dis¬ 
charger  or  other  interested  person  may 
submit  evidence  to  the  Regional  Admin¬ 
istrator  (or  to  the  State,  if  the  State  has 
the  authority  to  issue  NPDES  permits) 
that  factors  relating  to  the  equipment 
or  facilities  involved,  the  process  applied, 
or  other  such  factors  related  to  such  dis¬ 
charger  are  fimdamentally  different 
from  the  factors  considered  in  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  the  guidelines.  On  the  basis 
of  such  evidence  or  other  available  In- 
formatlmi,  the  Regional  Administrator 
(or  the  State)  will  make  a  written  find¬ 
ing  that  such  factors  are  or  are  not  fun¬ 
damentally  different  for  the  facility 
compared  to  those  specified  In  the  De- 
velcHHnent  Dociunent.  If  such  fundamen¬ 
tally  different  factors  are  foimd  to  exist, 
the  Regional  Administrator  or  the  State 
shall  establish  for  the  discharger  efflu¬ 
ent  limitations  in  the  NPDES  permit 
either  more  or  less  stringent  than  the 
limitations  established  herein,  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  dictated  by  such  fimdamentally 
different  factors.  Such  limitations  must 
be  approved  by  the  Administrator  of  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency.  The 
Administrator  may  approve  or  disap¬ 
prove  such  limitations,  specify  other  lim¬ 
itations,  or  initiate  proceedings  to  revise 
these  regulations. 

The  following  limitations  establish  the 
quantity  or  quality  of  pollutants  or 
pollutant  properties,  controlled  by  this 
section,  which  may  be  discharged  by  a 
point  source  subject  to  the  provislcms  of 
this  subpart  after  application  of  the  best 
practicable  control  technology  currently 
available: 


Effluent  limitations 

Effluent  Average  of  daily 

eharai'terislic  Maximum  for  values  for  30 
any  one  day  consecutive  days 
shall  not  exce^ 


Metric  units  (kg/kkg  of  iM’oduct) 


.  2.78  1.38 

plC . Within  the  range  6.0  to  9.0. 

English  units  (IbAon  of  product) 

T.^.S .  6.52  X76 

pH . Within  the  range  6.0  to  9.a 


§  426.43  Effluent  limitations  guiddine* 
representing  the  d^iree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainaUe  by  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  beat  available  technology 
economically  achievable. 

The  following  limitations  establish  the 
quantity  or  quality  of  pollutants  or 
pollutant  pr(H>erties,  controlled  by  this 
section,  which  may  be  discharged  by  a 
point  source  subject  to  the  provislcms  of 
this  subpart  after  application  of  the 
best  available  technology  economically 


achievable: 

Effluent  limitations 

Effluent 

ciiaracteritiUe 

Average  ci  daily 

Maximum  (or  values  for  30 

any  one  day  consecutive  days 

shall  not  exceed 

Metric 

units  (kg/kkg  of  product) 

TS8 . 

pH . 

0.046  0.046 

Within  the  range  6.0  to  9.0. 

RuglUh  units  QbAon  of  product) 

TSS . . 

pH . 

a090  0.090 

W'ithin  the  range  6.0  to  9.0. 

§  426.44  [Reserved] 

§  426.45  Standards  of  performance  for 
new  sources. 


The  following  standards  of  perform¬ 
ance  establish  the  quantity  or  quality  of 
pollutants  or  pollutant  properties  which 
may  be  discharged  by  a  new  source  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  provisions  of  this  subpart: 
there  shall  be  no  discharge  of  process 
waste  water  pollutants  to  navigable 
waters. 

§  426.46  PretreaUnent  standards  for 
new  sources. 

The  pretreatment  standards  under 
section  307(c)  of  the  Act  for  a  source 
within  the  plate  glass  manufacturing 
subcategory,  which  is  a  user  of  a  publicly 
owned  treatment  works  (and  which 
would  be  a  new  source  subject  to  section 
306  of  the  Act,  if  it  were  to  discharge 
pollutants  to  the  navigable  waters),  shall 
be  the  standard  set  forth  in  40  CFR  Part 
128,  except  that,  for  the  purpose  of  this 
section,  40  CJFR  128.133  shall  be  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

In  addition  to  the  prohibitions  set  forth 
in  40  CFR  128.131,  the  pretreatment  standard 
for  incompatible  pc^lutante  introduced  into 
a  publicly  owned  treatment  works  shall  be 
the  standard  of  performance  for  new  soiu'ces 
specified  in  40  CFR  426.45;  provided  that, 
if  the  publicly  owned  treatment  works  which 
receives  the  pollutants  is  committed.  In  Its 
NPDES  permit,  to  remove  a  specified  per¬ 
centage  of  any  incompatible  pollutant,  the 
pretreatment  standard  applicable  to  users  of 
such  treatment  works  shall,  except  in  the 
case  of  standards  providing  for  no  discharge 
of  pollutants,  be  correspondingly  reduced  in 
stringency  for  that  pollutant. 

Subpart  E — Float  Glass  Manufacturing 
Subcategory 

§  426..50  .\pplirability;  description  of 
the  float  glass  manufacturing  sub- 
category. 

The  provisions  of  this  subpart  are  ap¬ 
plicable  to  discharges  of  pollutants  re¬ 


sulting  from  the  process  in  which  sev¬ 
eral  mineral  Ingre^ents  (sand,  soda  ash, 
limestone,  dolcmilte,  cullet,  and  other  in¬ 
gredients)  are  mixed,  melted  In  a  fur- 
nance,  and  floated  on  a  molten  tin  bath 
to  produce  float  glass. 

§  426.51  Specialized  definitimis. 

For  the  purpiose  of  this  subpart: 

(a)  Except  as  provided  below,  the  gen¬ 
eral  definitions,  aj^breviations  and  meth¬ 
ods  of  analysis  set  forth  In  40  CFR  Part 
401  shall  apply  to  this  subpart. 

§  426.52  Effluent  limitations  guid^incs 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  practicable  control 
technology  currently  available. 

In  establishing  the  limitations  set  forth 
in  this  sectl(Hi,  EPA  took  into  account 
all  information  it  was  able  to  collect, 
develop  and  solicit  with  respect  to  factors 
(such  as  age  and  size  of  plant,  raw  ma¬ 
terials,  manufacturing  processes,  prod¬ 
ucts  produced,  treatment  technology 
available,  energy  requirements  and  costs) 
which  can  affect  the  Industry  subcate¬ 
gorization  and  effluent  levels  established. 
It  is,  however,  possible  that  data  which 
would  affect  these  limitations  have  not 
been  available  and.  as  a  result,  these 
limitations  should  be  adjusted  for  cer¬ 
tain  plsmts  In  this  Industry.  An  Individ¬ 
ual  discharger  or  other  Interested  per¬ 
son  may  submit  evidence  to  the  Regional 
Administrator  (or  to  the  State,  if  the 
State  has  the  authority  to  Issue  NPDES 
ipermlts)  that  factors  relating  to  the 
equipment  or  facilities  Involved,  the 
process  applied,  or  other  such  factors  re¬ 
lated  to  such  discharger  are  fimdamen- 
tally  different  from  the  factors  consid¬ 
ered  in  the  establishment  of  the  guide¬ 
lines.  On  the  basis  of  such  evidence  or 
other  available  Information,  the  Regional 
Administrator  (or  the  State)  will  make 
a  written  finding  that  such  factors  are 
or  are  not  fundamentally  different  for 
that  facility  compared  to  those  specified 
in  the  Development  Document.  If  such 
fundamentally  different  factors  are 
found  to  exist,  the  Regional  Administra¬ 
tor  or  the  State  shall  establish  for  the 
discharger  effluent  limitations  In  the 
NPDES  permit  either  more  or  less  strin¬ 
gent  than  the  limitaticois  established 
herein,  to  the  extent  dictated  by  such 
fundamentally  different  factors.  Such 
limitations  must  be  approved  by  the 
Administrator  of  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency.  The  Administrator 
may  approve  or  disapprove  such  limita¬ 
tions,  specify  other  limitations,  or 
initiate  proceedings  to  revise  these 
regulations. 

The  following  limitations  establish  the 
quantity  or  quality  of  pollutants  or  pol¬ 
lutant  properties,  controlled  by  this  sec¬ 
tion,  which  may  be  discharged  by  a  point 
somce  subject  to  the  provislcms  of  this 
subpart  after  application  of  the  best 
practicable  control  technology  currently 
available: 
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Kfltaient  BmitoUoDS 


Sfflwnt  AT«nK«  of  dally 

Mutaanm  for  ▼aiu«  for  30 
aay  day  eonaocntlTO  days 
dian  not  oxoead 


Motflo  oalta  (q/kkc  of  prodoot) 


T88 _  iOO  100 

Otl _  1.40  1.40 

Fkaapbanik__  .05  .06 

pH _ WttUn  the  range  0.0  to  9.0. 


Bnglish  onlts  Qb/ton  of  product) 


Tsa _  Ol0040  aoo4o 

OfLi. . .  .0088  .  0028 

PboqofMruB....  .0001  .0001 

pH _ Within  the  range  0.0  to  9.0. 


S  426.53  Effluent  limitations  'sidelines 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reaction  attainable  by  the  appHca- 
Ikm  of  the  best  arailable  technology 
economically  achievable. 

The  following  limitations  establish  the 
quantity  <w  quality  pollutants  or  pol¬ 
lutant  properties,  controlled  by  this  sec¬ 
tion.  ^^ch  may  be  discharged  by  a  point 
souroe  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this 
subps^  after  application  of  the  best 
available  technology  economically 
achievable: 


E£Qaent  limitations 


Effluent  ATorage  cf  daily 

characteristic  Maximam  for  vahies  for  80 
aay  one  day  eonaeentiva  days 
shall  not  exceed 


If  otrtc  units  (g/kkg  of  prodoe^ 


T88 _  0.70  A70 

Ofl .  1.40  1.40 

Ptmaptinriia  .06  .06 

pH _ Within  the  range  8.0  to  9.0. 


English  nnlts  (IVton  of  product) 


TSS .  0.0014  a  0014 

Oil . .  .0088  .  0028 

Pboeidiorus.^w  .0001  .0001 

pH . Within  the  range  6.0  to  9.a 


§  426.54  [Reserved] 

§  426.55  Standards  of  performance  for 
new  sources. 

The  following  standards  of  perform¬ 
ance  establish  the  quantity  or  quality  of 
pollutants  or  pollutant  properties,  con¬ 
trolled  by  this  section,  which  may  be  dis¬ 
charged  by  a  new  source  subject  to  the 
provlslfms  this  subpart: 


Efflnent  Hmltations 


Effluent  Average  of  dally 

eharaeterlgac  Maximum  for  valoee  tor  30 
any  one  day  eonaecntive  days 
diaU  not  asoeed 


Metric  unite  (g/kkg  of  product) 

TfIS _  -  6lT0 

0.T0 

OU _ ;  1.40 

1.40 

Phosphoras....  .06 

pH _ -  —  WitUu  the  range  6.0  to  9.0. 

.06 

unite  (tt/tan  of  product) 

TBS _ :  a  0014  0.0014 

OU _ .0028  .  0088 

Pbombonu.....  .0001  .0001 

pH _ _  within  the  range  6.0  to  9.0. 


§  426.56  Pretreatment  standards  for 
newsourees. 

The  i»etreatment  standards  under 
section  307(c)  of  the  Act  for  a  source 
within  the  float  glass  immufacturlng 
subcategory,  which  Is  a  user  of  a  publicly 
owned  treatment  works  (and  which 
would  be  a  new  source  subject  to  section 
308  the  Act,  If  It  were  to  discharge 
pollutants  to  the  navigable  waters) ,  shall 
be  the  standard  set  forUi  In  40  CFR  Part 
128,  except  that,  for  the  purpose  of  this 
section,  40  CPR  128.133  shall  be  amended 
to  reckd  as  follows : 

"In  addition  to  the  prohibitions  set  forth 
In  40  CFR  128.131,  the  iwetreatment  stand¬ 
ard  for  tnoompatihle  poUutents  Introduced 
Into  a  publicly  owned  toeatment  works  idiall 
be  the  standard  odt  performance  for  new 
sources  efpedfled  In  40  CFR  426.65  provided 
that,  If  the  publicly  owned  treatment  works 
'which  receives  the  pollutants  is  committed. 
In  Its  NPDES  permit,  to  remove  a  specified 
percentage  of  any  Incompatible  poUutant,  the 
pretreatment  standard  applicable  to  users  of 
such  treatment  works  Shall,  except  In  the 
ease  at  standards  providing  for  no  discharge 
of  poUutants,  be  oorreqx>ndlngly  reduced  In 
stringency  for  that  poUutant.** 

Subpart  F — ^Automotive  Glass  Tempering 
Subcategory 

§  426.60  Ai^licability ;  description  of 
die  automotive  glass  tempering  sub¬ 
category. 

The  provisioins  of  this  subpart  are  ap- 
plicsdde  to  discharges  of  pollutants 
resulting  from  the  processes  In  which 
glass  is  cut  and  then  passed  through  a 
series  of  processes  Uiat  grind  and  polish 
the  edges,  bmid  the  glass,  and  then  tem¬ 
per  the  glass  to  intxluce  side  and  back 
windows  for  aatmnbblles. 

§  426.61  ^recialized  definitions. 

For  the  purpose  of  this  stdrpart: 

(a)  ExcQ>t  as  provided  briow,  the 
general  definitions,  id}hreTlatlans  and 
methods  of  analysis  set  forth  In  40  CFR 
Part  401  shall  apply  to  this  subpart. 

(b)  The  tenn  ‘‘tempering*’  shall  mean 
the  process  whereby  glass  Is  heated  near 
the  melting  point  and  then  rapidly  coided 
to  increase  its  mechanical  and  thermal 
endurance. 

§  426.62  Effluent  limitations  guidelines 
r^resenting  the  degree  of  effluent 
r^uction  attainable  by  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  practicaUe  control 
techntdogy  currently  availaUc. 

(a)  In  establishing  the  limitation  set 
forth  In  this  section,  EPA  took  Into  ac¬ 
count  all  Information  it  was  able  to  col¬ 
lect,  develop  and  solicit  with  respect  to 
factors  (such  as  age  and  size  of  plant,  raw 
materials,  manufacturing  processes, 
products  produced,  treatment  technology 
available,  energy  requirements  and  costs) 
which  can  affect  the  industry  subcate- 
goiizatlon  and  efSuent  levels  established. 
It  Is,  however,  possible  that  data  which 
would  affect  these  limitations  have  not 
been  available  and,  as  a  result,  these 
limitations  should  be  adjusted  for  cer¬ 
tain  plants  in  this  industry.  An  individ¬ 
ual  discharger  or  other  interested  per¬ 
son  may  submit  evidence  to  the  Re¬ 
gional  Administrator  (or  to  the  State,  if 
the  State  has  the  authority  to  Issue 


NPDES  permits)  that  factors  relating  to 
the  equipment  or  facilities  involved,  the 
process  applied,  or  other  such  factors  re¬ 
lated  to  such  discharger  are  fundamen¬ 
tally  different  from  the  factors  con¬ 
sidered  In  the  establishment  of  the  guide¬ 
lines.  On  the  basis  of  such  evidence  or 
other  available  Information,  the  Regional 
Administrator  (or  the  State)  will  make 
a  written  finding  that  such  factors  are 
or  are  not  fundamentally  different  for 
that  facility  compared  to  those  specified 
In  the  Development  Document.  If  such 
fundamentally  different  factors  sire 
foimd  to  exist,  the  Regional  Adminis¬ 
trator  or  the  State  shall  establish  for 
the  discharger  effluent  limitations  in  the 
NPDES  permit  either  more  or  less  string¬ 
ent  than  the  limitations  established  here¬ 
in,  to  the  extent  dictated  by  such  funda¬ 
mentally  different  factors.  Such  limita¬ 
tions  must  be  approved  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  of  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency.  The  Administrator  may  approve 
or  disapprove  such  limitations,  specify 
other  limitations,  or  initiate  proceedings 
to  revise  these  regulations. 

(b)  The  following  limitations  establish 
the  quantity  or  quaUty  of  pollutants  or 
pollutant  properties,  controlled  by  this 
section,  which  may  be  discharged  by  a 
point  source  sid>ject  to  the  provisions  of 
this  subpart  after  appUcatkm  of  the  best 
practlcahle  control  technolc^  currently 
available: 


Efflnent  hmltations 

Efflnent 

eharaeteristic 

Maximum  for 
any  one  day 

Average  of  daily 
values  for  30 
eonseentive  days 
shall  not  exceed 

Metric  units  (q/sq  m  of  product) 


TSS _ _  1.96  1.22 

on _  .64  .64 

pH . Within  the  range  6.0  to  9.0. 


English  nnlts  (lb/1,000  sq  ft  of  product) 


T88..-.-.V-...J  a  40  a3S 

OU _  .13  .13 

pH _ Within  the  range  6.0  to  9.0. 


§  426.63  Effluent  limitatioas  guidelines 
representing  die  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  die  best  available  technology 
economically  achievable. 

The  following  limitations  establish  the 
quantity  or  quality  of  pollutants  or  pol¬ 
lutant  properties,  controlled  by  this  sec¬ 
tion,  which  may  be  discharged  by  a  point 
source  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this 
subfMU’t  after  application  of  the  best 
available  technology  economically 
achievable: 


Efflnent  HmltAtions 


Effluent  Average  of  dally 

eharaeteristic  Maximum  for  vahMs  for  80 
any  one  day  eonsecuUve  days 
shall  not  exceed 


Metric  units  (g/sq  m  of  product) 


TSS .  a  24  0.24 

Oil . 49  .49 

pH . .  Within  the  range  6.0  to  9.0. 


English  units  (IbA.OOO  sq  ft  of  product) 


T8S..ii, .  a06  0.05 

Oil . 10  .10 

pH . Within  the  range  6.0  to  9.0. 
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§  426.64  [Reserved] 

§  426.65  Standards  of  performance  for 
new  soorces. 

The  following  standards  of  perform¬ 
ance  establish  the  quantity  or  qiall^  of 
pollutants  or  pollutant  pr(H)ertles.  con¬ 
trolled  by  this  section,  which  may  be  dis¬ 
charged  by  a  new  sotuue  subject  to  the 
provisicms  of  this  sulH>art: 


Rfflupnt  limitations 

F.niiieiit  Averafte  of  daily 

clianu'leristie  Maximum  for  values  tor  30 
any  one  day  consecutive  days 
shall  not  exceed 


Metric  units  (a'SQ  m  of  product) 


TSS .  a  24  0. 24 

Oil .  .49  .49 

pll . Within  the  range  6.0  to  9.0. 


KngUsh  units  (lb/l,000  sq  ft  of  product) 


T.SS  ..  O-O.";  O.O-'i 

Oil .  .10  .10 

pH . Within  the  range  6.0  to  9.0. 


§  126.66  Pretrealment  aiandards  f«»r 
new  sources. 

The  pretreatment  standards  under  sec¬ 
tion  307(c)  of  the  Act  for  a  source  within 
the  automotive  glass  tempering  subcate¬ 
gory,  which  is  a  user  of  a  pifblicly  owned 
treatment  works  (and  which  would  be  a 
new  source  subject  to  section  306  of  the 
Act,  if  it  were  to  discharge  pollutants  to 
the  navigable  waters) ,  shall  be  the  stand¬ 
ard  set  forth  in  40  CPR  Part  128,  except 
that,  for  the  purpose  of  this  section,  40 
CPR  128.133  shall  be  amended  to  read  as 
follows; 

“In  addition  to  the  probibitions  set  forth 
in  40  C7PR  128.131,  the  pretreatment  standard 
for  incompatible  pollutants  Introduced  Into 
a  publicly  owned  treatment  works  shall  be 
the  standard  of  performance  for  new  sources 
specified  In  40  <7PR  426.65;  provided  that,  If 
the  publicly  owned  treatment  works  which 
receives  the  pollutants  Is  committed,  in  its 
NPDES  permit,  to  remove  a  specified  per¬ 
centage  of  any  incompatible  pollutant,  the 
pretreatment  standard  applicable  to  users  of 
such  treatment  works  shall,  except  in  the 
case  of  standards  providing  for  no  discharge 
of  pollutants,  be  correspondingly  reduced  in 
stringency  for  that  pollutant.” 

Subpart  G — Automotive  Glass  Laminating 
Subcategory 

§  126.70  Applicability;  tlcKcriplion  of 
the  automotive  glass  laminating  sub- 
category. 

The  provisions  of  this  subpart  are  ap¬ 
plicable  to  discharges  of  iiollutants  re¬ 
sulting  from  the  processes  which  lami¬ 
nate  a  plastic  sheet  between  two  layers  of 
glass.  8tnd  which  prepare  the  glass  for 
lamination  such  as  cutting,  bending  and 
washing,  to  produce  automobile  wind¬ 
shields. 

§  426.71  .Speeialized  definitions. 

For  the  purpose  of  this  subpart; 

(a)  Exc^t  as  provided  below,  the 
general  definitions,  abbreviations  and 
methods  of  analysis  set  forth  in  40  CFR 
Part  401  shall  apply  to  this  subpart. 


§  426.72  Effluent  limitations  guidelines 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduetion  attainable  by  the  appliea- 
lion  of  the  best  practicable  control 
technology  currently  availaUe. 

In  establishing  the  limitations  set 
forth  in  this  sectiim,  EPA  took  into  ac¬ 
count  all  information  it  was  able  to  col¬ 
lect.  develop  and  solicit  with  respect  to 
factors  (such  as  age  and  size  of  plant, 
raw  materials,  manufacturing  processes, 
products  produced,  treatment  technology 
available,  energy  requirements  and 
costs)  w'hich  can  affect  the  industry 
subcategorization  and  efflu^t  levels 
established.  It  is,  however,  possible  that 
data  which  would  affect  these  limitations 
have  not  been  available  and,  as  a  result, 
these  limitations  should  be  adjusted  for 
certain  plants  in  this  industry.  An  in¬ 
dividual  discharger  or  other  interested 
person  may  submit  evidence  to  the  Re¬ 
gional  Administrator  (or  to  the  State,  if 
the  State  has  the  authority  to  issue 
NPDES  permits)  that  factors  relating  to 
the  equipment  or  facilities  involved,  the 
process  applied,  or  other  such  factors 
related  to  such  discharger  are  funda¬ 
mentally  different  fixHn  the  factors  con¬ 
sidered  in  the  establishment  of  the 
guidelines.  On  the  basis  of  such  evidence 
or  other  available  information,  the  Re¬ 
gional  Administrator  (or  the  State)  will 
make  a  written  finding  that  such  factors 
are  or  are  not  fundamentally  different 
for  that  facility  compared  to  those  spe¬ 
cified  in  the  Develc^nnent  Document.  If 
such  fundamentally  different  factors  are 
found  to  exist,  the  Regional  Adminis¬ 
trator  or  the  State  shall  establish  for 
the  discharger  effluent  limitations  in  the 
NPDES  permit  either  more  or  less 
stringent  than  the  limitations  estab- 
li.shed  herein,  to  the  extent  dictated  by 
such  fundamentally  different  factors. 
Such  limitatiems  must  be  approved  by 
the  Administrator  of  the  Eni^onmental 
Protection  Agency.  Hie  Administrator 
may  approve  or  disapprove  such  limita¬ 
tions.  ^jeclfy  othel*  limitations,  or  initi¬ 
ate  proceedings  to  revise  these  regula¬ 
tions. 

(b>  The  following  limitations  establish 
the  quantity  or  quality  of  pollutants  or 
pollutant  properties,  controlled  by  this 
section,  which  may  be  discharged  by  a 
point  source  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
this  subpart  after  application  of  the  best 
practicable  control  t^hnology  currently 
available; 


Effliipnt  limitations 


F.ftluent  Averaee  of  daily 

charai-lpri.-itic  Maximum  for  valuo.sfor30 
any  one  day  conseoufiv*  days 
shall  not  exceed 


.Metric  units  (q/sq  m  of  product) 


Tl^S .  4.40  4.40 

Oil .  1.76  1.76 

I’lio.xphoru.s _  1. 07  1. 07 

pH . Within  the  range  6.0  to  9.0. 


English  units  (lb/1,000  sq  ft  of  product) 


TSS .  0. 90  0. 90 

Oil .  .36  .36 

I'hospbOTUS _  .22  .22 

pH . Within  the  range  6.0  to  9.0. 


§  426.73  Effluent  limitations  guidelines 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reducti<m  attainable  by  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  availaUe  technology 
economically  achievable. 

ITie  following  limitati<xis  establish  the 
quantity  or  quality  of  pollutants  or  pol¬ 
lutant  properties,  controlled  by  Oils  sec¬ 
tion,  which  may  be  discharged  by  a  point 
source  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
this  subpart  after  application  of  the 
best  available  technology  economically 
achievable; 


Klfluent  limitations 

Effluent  Average  of  daily 

characterisi  ic  Maximum  for  vahue  (or  80 
any  one  day  eonseeotive  days 
shall  not  exceed 


Metric  units  (q/nq  m  of  products) 

T8B.... 

_ 1...  0.88 

0.88 

Oil . 

. .  1.76 

1.76 

Pho8phora.x _  .30 

.30 

pH . 

. . Within  the  range  6.0  to  9.0. 

English  units  Ob/1,000  sq  ft  of  product) 


TSS . 

0.18 

0.18 

Oil . 

.36 

.36 

Phosplionis . . 

.06 

.06 

pH . 

..  W'ithin  the  range  6.0  to  9.0. 

§  426.74  [Reserved] 

§  426.75  Standards  of  performance  fur 
new  sources. 


The  following  standards  of  perform¬ 
ance  establish  the  quantity  or  quality 
pollutants  or  pollutant  properties,  con¬ 
trolled  by  this  secti<«,  which  may  be 
discharged  by  a  new  point  source  subject 
to  the  provisions  of  this  sulq>art: 


Effluent  UmltaUons 


Efflupnt  Average  of  daily 

cliaractpri.^tic  Maximum  for  values  for  30 
any  one  day  consecaUve  days 
shall  not  exceed 


.Metric  units  (q/sq  m  of  product) 


T.SS .  0.»»  0.88 

Oil . -  1.76  1.76 

PbosphortLs _  .30  .30 

pH . Within  the  range  6.0  to  9.0. 


Engli.Hh  units  (lb/1,000  lb  of  product) 


TSS .  0. 18  0. 18 

Oil .  .36  .36 

Phosphorus _  .06  .06 

pH . Within  llie  range  6.0  to  9.0. 


§  426.76  Pretreatment  standards  for 
new  sources. 

The  pretreatment  standards  under  sec¬ 
tion  307(c)  of  the  Act  for  a  source  within 
the  automotive  glass  laminating  subcate¬ 
gory,  which  is  a  user  of  a  publicly  owned 
treatment  works  (and  which  would  be  a 
new  source  subject  to  section  306  of  the 
Act,  if  it  were  to  discharge  pollutants 
to  the  navigable  waters),  shaU  be  the 
standard  set  forth  in  40  CFR  Part  128, 
except  that,  for  the  purpose  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  40  CFR  128.133  shall  be  amended  to 
read  as  follows; 

In  addition  to  the  prohibitions  set  forth 
in  40  CFR  128.131,  the  pretreatment  standard 
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for  Incompatible  pollutants  Introduced  into 
a  publicly  owned  treatment  works  shall  be 
the  standard  of  performance  for  new  sources 
specified  in  40  CPR  426.76;  provided  that,  if 
the  publicly  owned  treatment  works  which 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

receives  the  pollutants  is  committed.  In  tta 
NPDES  permit,  to  remove  a  spedfled  percent¬ 
age  of  any  incon4>atlble  pollutant,  the  pre¬ 
treatment  standard  applicable  to  tuen  ot 
such  treatment  works  shall,  except  In  the 


5719 

ease  of  standards  providing  for  no  discharge 
at  pdlutants,  be  correq;>oiuUngly  reduced  In 
•trlngmcy  for  that  pdlutant. 

[FR  Doc.74-8600  Piled  3-18-T4;8:45  am] 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[  40  CFR  Part  426  ] 

APPLICATION  OF  EFFLUENT  LIMITATIONS 
GUIDELINES  FOR  EXISTING  SOURCES 
TO  PRETREATMENT  STANDARDS  FOR 
INCOMPATIBLE  POLLUTANTS  FOR  THE 
GLASS  MANUFACTURING  POINT 
SOURCE  CATEGORY 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tions  301,  304  and  307(b)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Water  Pollution  Control  Act.  as 
amended  (the  Act)  33  U.S.C.  1251,  1311, 
1314  and  1317(b):  86  Stat.  816  et  seq.: 
Pub.  L.  92-500,  that  the  proposed  regu¬ 
lation  set  forth  below  concerns  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  effluent  limitations  guide¬ 
lines  for  existing  sources  to  pretreatment 
standards  for  incompatible  pollutants. 
The  proposal  will  amend  40  CFR  Part 
426 — Glass  Manufacturing  Point  Source 
Category,  establishing  for  subparts  B 
through  G  therein  the  extent  of  applica¬ 
tion  of  effluent  limitations  guidelines  to 
existing  sources  which  discharge  to  pub¬ 
licly  owned  treatment  works.  The  regu¬ 
lation  is  intended  to  be  complementary 
to  the  general  regulation  for  pretreat¬ 
ment  standards  set  forth  at  40  CFR  Part 
128.  The  general  regulation  was  pro¬ 
posed  July  19,  1973  (38  FR  19236),  and 
published  in  final  form  on  November  8, 
1973  (38  FR  30982). 

The  proposed  regulation  is  also  in¬ 
tended  to  supplement  a  final  regulation 
being  simultaneously  promulgated  by  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA 
or  Agency)  which  provides  effluent  lim¬ 
itations  guidelines  for  existing  sources 
and  standards  of  performance  and  pre¬ 
treatment  standards  for  new  soonces  * 
within  the  sheet  glass  manufactiiring, 
rolled  glass  manufacturing,  plate  glass 
manufacturing,  float  glass  manufactur¬ 
ing,  automotive  glass  tempering  and  au¬ 
tomotive  glass  laminating  subcategories 
of  the  glass  manufacturing  point  source 
category.  The  latter  regulation  applies  to 
the  portion  of  a  discharge  which  is  di¬ 
rected  to  the  navigable  waters.  The  reg¬ 
ulation  proposed  below  applies  to  users  of 
publicly  owned  treatment  works  which 
fall  within  the  description  of  the  point 
soince  category  to  which  the  guidelines 
and  standards  (40  (IJFR  Part  426) 
promulgated  simultaneously  apply.  How¬ 
ever,  the  proposed  regiilation  applies  to 
the  introduction  of  incompatible  pol¬ 
lutants  which  are  directed  into  a  publicly 
owned  treatment  works,  rather  than  to 
discharges  of  pollutants  to  navigable 
waters. 

The  general  pretreatment  standard  di¬ 
vides  pollutants  discharged  by  users  of 
publicly  owned  treatment  worfe  into  two 
broad  categories:  “compatible”  and  “in¬ 
compatible.”  Compatible  pollutants  are 
generally  not  subject  to  pre treatment 
standards.  (See  40  C7FR  128.110  (State  or 
local  law)  and  40  CTFR  128.131  (Pro¬ 
hibited  wastes)  for  requirements  which 
may  be  applicable  to  compatible  pol¬ 
lutants)  .  Incompatible  i>ollutants  are 
subject  to  pretreatment  standards  as 
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provided  in  40  CFR  128.133,  which  pro¬ 
vides  as  fc^ws: 

**In  addition  to  tb«  prohibitions  set  forth 
In  Section  128.131,  the  ixeireetment  standard 
for  Incompatible  pollutants  Introduced  Into 
a  publicly  owned  treatment  works  by  a  major 
contributing  Industry  not  subject  to  Section 
307(c)  ot  the  Act  shall  be,  for  soiu’ces  within 
the  corresponding  industrial  or  commercial 
category,  that  established  by  a  promulgated 
effluent  limitations  guidelines  defining  best 
practicable  control  technology  currently 
available  pursuant  to  Sections  301(b)  and 
304(b)  of  the  Act;  provided  that,  if  the  pub¬ 
licly  owned  treatment  works  which  receives 
the  pollutants  is  committed,  in  its  NPDES 
permit,  to  remove  a  specified  percentage  of 
any  incompatible  pollutant,  the  pretreat¬ 
ment  standard  applicable  to  users  of  such 
treatment  works  shall  be  correspondingly  re¬ 
duced  for  that  pollutant:  and  provided  fm- 
ther  that  when  the  effluent  limitations 
guidelines  for  each  industry  are  promulgated, 
a  separate  provision  will  be  proposed  con¬ 
cerning  the  application  of  such  guidelines  to 
pretreatment"  (Italics  added.) 

The  regulation  proposed  below  is  in¬ 
tended  to  implement  that  portion  of  sec¬ 
tion  128.133,  above,  requiring  that  a 
separate  provision  be  made  stating  the 
application  to  pretreatment  standards  of 
effluent  limitations  guidelines  based  upon 
best  practicable  control  technology  cur¬ 
rently  available. 

Questions  were  raised  during  the  pub¬ 
lic  comment  period  on  the  proposed  gen¬ 
eral  pretreatment  standard  (40  CFR  Part 
128)  about  the  propriety  of  applying  a 
standard  based  upon  best  practicable 
control  technology  currently  available  to 
all  i)lants  subject  to  pretreatment  stand¬ 
ards.  In  general,  EPA  believes  the  analy¬ 
sis  supporting  the  effluent  limitations 
guidelines  is  adequate  to  make  a  deter¬ 
mination  regarding  the  application  of 
those  standards  to  users  of  publicly 
owned  treatment  works.  However,  to  en¬ 
sure  that  those  standards  are  appropri¬ 
ate  in  all  cases,  EPA  now  seeks  additional 
comments  focusing  upon  the  application 
of  effluent  limitations  guidelines  to  users 
of  publicly  owned  treatment  works. 

Sections  426.15,  426.25,  426.35,  426.45, 
426.55,  and  426.65  of  the  propos^  regu¬ 
lation  for  point  sources  within  the  sheet 
glass  manufacturing,  rolled  glass  manu¬ 
facturing,  plate  glass  manufacturing, 
float  glass  manufacturing,  automotive 
glass  tempering,  and  automotive  glass 
laminating  subcategories  (October  1973; 
38  FR  28902),  contained  the  proposed 
pretreatment  standard  for  new  sources. 
The  regulation  promulgated  simultane¬ 
ously  herewith  contains  §§  426.26,  426.36, 
426.46,  426.56,  426.66,  and  426.76  which 
state  the  applicability  of  standards  of 
performahce  for  purposes  of  pretreat¬ 
ment  standard  for  new  sources. 

A  preliminary  Development  Document 
was  made  available  to  the  public  at  ap¬ 
proximately  the  time  of  publication  of 
the  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  and 
the  final  Development  Document  entitled 
“Development  Document  for  Effluent 
Limitations  Guidelines  and  New  Source 
Performance  Standards  for  the  FLAT 
GLASS  Segment  of  the  Glass  Manufac¬ 
turing  Point  Source  Category”  is  now 
being  published.  The  economic  analysis 


report  entitled  “Economic  Analysis  of 
Proposed  Effluoit  Guidelines,  FLAT 
GLASS  INDUSTRY”  (September,  1973) , 
was  made  available  at  the  time  of  pro¬ 
posal.  Copies  of  the  final  Development 
Document  and  economic  analysis  report 
will  continue  to  be  maintained  for  inspec¬ 
tion  and  copying  during  the  comment 
period  at  the  EPA  Information  Center, 
Room  227,  West  Tower,  Waterside  Mall, 
401  M  Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
Copies  will  also  be  available  for  inspec¬ 
tion  at  EPA  regional  ofiQces  and  at  State 
water  pollution  control  agency  ofiftces. 
Copies  of  the  Development  Document 
may  be  purchased  from  the  Superinten¬ 
dent  of  Documents,  Government  Printing 
OfiBce,  Washington,  D.C.  20402.  Copies 
of  the  economic  analysis  report  will  be 
available  for  purchase  through  the  Na¬ 
tional  Technical  Information  Service, 
Springfield,  Virginia  22151. 

On  June  14, 1973,  the  Agency  published 
procedures  designed  to  Insure  that,  when 
certain  major  standards,  regulations,  and 
guidelines  are  proposed,  an  explanation 
of  their  basis,  purpose  and  environmental 
effects  is  made  available  to  the  public. 
(38  FR  15653)  The  procedures  are  ap¬ 
plicable  to  major  standards,  regulations 
and  guidelines  which  are  proposed  on  or 
after  December  31,  1973,  and  which 
either  prescribe  national  standards  of  en¬ 
vironmental  quality  or  require  national 
emission,  effluent  or  performance  stand¬ 
ards  or  limitations. 

The  Agency  determined  to  implement 
these  procedures  in  order  to  insure  that 
the  pi^lic  was  provided  with  backgroimd 
information  to  assist  It  in  commenting 
on  the  merits  of  a  proposed  action.  In 
brief,  the  procedures  call  for  the  Agency 
to  make  public  the  information  available 
to  it  delineating  the  major  environmen¬ 
tal  effects  of  a  proposed  action,  to  dis¬ 
cuss  the  pertinent  nonenvironmental 
factors  affecting  the  decision,  and  to  ex¬ 
plain  the  viable  cations  available  to  it 
and  the  reasons  for  the  option  selected. 

The  procedures  contemplate  publica¬ 
tion  of  this  information  in  the  Federal 
Register,  where  this  is  practicable.  They 
provide,  however,  that  where  such  pub¬ 
lication  Is  impracticable  because  of  the 
length  of  these  materials,  the  material 
may  be  made  available  in  an  alternate 
format. 

The  Development  Document  referred 
to  above  contains  information  available 
to  the  Agency  concerning  the  major  en¬ 
vironmental  effects  of  the  regulation 
proposed  below.  The  Informaticm  in¬ 
cludes;  (1)  The  identification  of  pollut¬ 
ants  present  in  waste  waters  resulting 
from  the  manufacture  of  flat  glass,  and 
automotive  glass,  the  characteristics  of 
these  pollutants,  and  the  degree  of  pol¬ 
lutant  reduction  obtainable  through  im¬ 
plementation  of  the  proposed  standard; 
and  (2)  the  anticipated  effects  on  other 
aspects  of  the  environment  (including 
air,  subsurface  waters,  solid  waste  dis¬ 
posal  and  land  use,  and  noise)  of  the 
treatment  technologies  available  to  meet 
the  standard  proposed. 

The  Development  Dociunent  and  the 
economic  analysis  report  referred  to 
above  also  contain  information  available 
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to  the  Agency  regarding  the  estimated 
cost  and  energy  ccmsiunptlcm  implica¬ 
tions  of  those  treatment  technologies 
and  the  potential  effects  of  those  costs 
on  the  price  and  production  of  flat  glass 
and  automotive  glass.  The  two  reports 
exceed,  in  the  aggregate,  100  pages  in 
lengrth  and  contain  a  substantial  number 
of  charts,  diagrams  and  tables.  It  is 
clearly  impracticable  to  publish  the  ma¬ 
terial  contained  in  these  docximents  in 
the  Federal  Register.  To  the  extent  pos¬ 
sible,  signiflcant  aspects  of  the  material 
have  been  presented  in  summary  form 
in  the  preamble  to  the  proposed  regula¬ 
tion  containing  efBuent  limitations 
guidelines,  new  source  performance 
standards  and  pretreatment  standards 
for  new  sources  within  the  Glass  cate¬ 
gory  (38  PR  28902;  October  17,  1973). 
Additional  discussion  is  contained  in  the 
analysis  of  public  comments  on  the  pro¬ 
posed.  regulation  and  the  Agency’s  re¬ 
sponse  to  those  comments.  This  discus¬ 
sion  appears  in  the  preamble  to  the  pro¬ 
mulgated  regulation  (40  CPR  Part  426) 
which  cmrently  is  being  published  in 
the  rules  and  regulations  section  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

The  options  available  to  the  Agency  in 
establishing  the  level  of  pollutant  re¬ 
duction  obtainable  through  the  best 
practicable  control  technology  currently 
available,  and  the  reasons  for  the  par¬ 
ticular  level  of  reduction  selected  are  dis¬ 
cussed  in  the  documents  described  above. 
In  applying  the  effluent  limitations 
guidelines  to  pretreatment  standards  for 
the  introduction  of  incompatible  pollut¬ 
ants  into  mimlcipal  systems  by  existing 
sources  in  the  sheet  glass  manufacturing, 
rolled  glass  manufacturing,  plate  glass 
manufacturing,  float  glass  manufactur¬ 
ing,  automotive  glass  tempering,  and  au¬ 
tomotive  glass  laminating  subcategories, 
the  Agency  has,  essentially,  three  op¬ 
tions.  The  first  is  to  declare  that  the 
guidelines  do  not  apply.  The  second  is  to 
apply  the  guidelines  imchanged.  The 
third  is  to  modify  the  guidelines  to  re¬ 
flect:  (1)  Differences  between  direct  dis¬ 
chargers  and  plants  utilizing  municipal 
systems  which  affect  the  practicability  of 
the  latter  employing  the  technology 
available  to  achieve  the  effluent  limita¬ 
tions  guidelines;  or  (2)  characteristics 
of  the  relevant  pollutants  which  require 
higher  levels  of  reduction  (or  permit  less 
stringent  levels)  in  order  to  Insure  that 
the  pollutants  do  not  Interfere  with  the 
treatment  works  or  pass  through  them 
xmtreated. 

Most  of  the  subcategories  of  the  flat 
glass  segment  of  the  glass  manufacturing 
point  source  category  produce  waste  wa¬ 
ters  containing  pollutants  compatible 
with  publicly  owned  treatment  works. 
The  only  exception  is  the  automotive 
laminating  subcategory  which  produces 
a  waste  water  with  a  high  concentration 
of  oil  as  reported  in  the  Development 
Document.  The  raw  waste  water  from  the 
laminating  process  typically  contains 
1700  mg/1  of  oil.  The  relation  proposed 
below  requires  the  treatment  of  this  waste 
to  the  levels  attainable  by  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  practicable  control  tech¬ 
nology  currently  available.  This  is  justi¬ 


fied  on  the  basis  of  the  known  detrimen¬ 
tal  effect  on  high  concentratipns  of  oil 
on  biological  treatment  systems,  and  the 
inability  of  such  systems  to  adequately 
remove  oil. 

The  other  subcategories  either  produce 
no  waste  waters,  as  is  the  case  with  the 
rolled  glass  and  sheet  glass  subcategoiies, 
or  produce  waste  waters  containing  pol¬ 
lutants  at  suflaciently  low  concentrations 
so  as  not  to  interfere  with  the  operation 
of  publicly  owned  treatment  works,  pass 
through  such  works  untreated  or  inade- 
quat^y  treated,  or  otherwise  be  incom¬ 
patible  with  such  treatment  works.  This 
is  the  case  with  the  plate  glass,  float 
glass,  and  automotive  glass  tempering 
subcategories. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
this  rulemaking  by  submitting  written 
comments  in  triplicate  to  the  EPA  Infor¬ 
mation  Center,  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion  Agency,  Washington,  D.C.  20460, 
Attention:  Mr,  Philip  B.  Wisman.  Com¬ 
ments  on  all  aspects  of  the  proposed  reg¬ 
ulations  are  solicited.  In  the  event  com¬ 
ments  are  in  the  nature  of  criticisms  as 
to  the  adequacy  of  data  which  is  avail¬ 
able,  or  which  may  be  relied  upon  by  the 
Agency,  comments  should  identify  and, 
if  possible,  provide  any  additional  data 
which  may  be  available  and  should  indi¬ 
cate  why  such  data  is  essential  to  the 
development  of  the  regulations.  In  the 
event  comments  address  the  approach 
take'n  by  the  Agency  in  establishing  pre¬ 
treatment  standards  for  existing  sources, 
EPA  solicits  suggestions  as  to  what  alter¬ 
native  approach  should  be  taken  and 
why  and  how  this  alternative  better  sat¬ 
isfies  the  detailed  requirements  of  sec¬ 
tions  301,  304  and  307(b)  of  the  Act. 

A  copy  of  all  public  comments  will  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  at 
the  EPA  Information  Center,  Room  227, 
West  Tower,  Waterside  Mall,  401  M 
Street.  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20460. 
The  EPA  Information  regulation,  40  C!FR 
2,  provides  that  a  reasonable  fee  may  be 
charged  for  copying. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
hereby  proposed  that  40  CFR  Part  426  be 
amended  to  add  §§  426.24,  426.34,  426.44, 
426.54,  426.64,  and  426.74. 

All  comments  received  on  or  before 
March  18,  1974  will  be  considered. 

Dated:  January  31, 1974, 

John  Quarles, 
Acting  Administrator. 

Part  426  is  proposed  to  be  amended  as 
follows: 

Subpart  B  is  amended  by  adding 
§  426.24  as  follows: 

§  426.24  Pretreatment  Standards  for 
Existing  Sources. 

For  the  purpose  of  pretreatment  stand¬ 
ards  for  incompatible  pollutants  estab¬ 
lished  tmder  40  CFR  128.133,  the 
effluent  limitations  guidelines  set  forth 
in  40  CFR  426.22  above  shall  not  apply 
and,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  40  C^FR 
Part  128  concerning  pretreatment,  proc¬ 
ess  waste  water  from  this  subcategory 
may  be  introduced  into  a  publicly  owned 
treatment  works. 


Subpart  C  is  amended  by  adding 
§  426.34  as  follows: 

§  426.34  Pretreatment  Standards  for 
Existing  Sources. 

For  the  purpose  of  pretreatment  stand¬ 
ards  for  incompatible  pollutants  estab- 
lisned  under  40  CFR  128.133,  the 
effluent  limitations  guidelines  set  forth 
in  40  CFR  426.32  above  shall  not  apply 
and,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  40  CFR 
Part  128  concerning  pretreatment,  proc¬ 
ess  waste  water  from  this  subcategory 
may  be  introduced  into  a  publicly  owned 
treatment  works. 

Subpart  D  is  amended  by  adding 
§  426.44  as  follows: 

§  426.44  Pretreatment  Standards  for 
Existing  Sources. 

For  the  purpose  of  pretreatment  stand¬ 
ards  for  incompatible  pollutants  estab¬ 
lished  tmder  40  CFR  128.133,  the 
effluent  limitations  guidelines  set  forth 
in  40  CFR  426.42  above  shall  not  apply 
and,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  40  CFR 
Part  128  concerning  pretreatment,  proc¬ 
ess  waste  water  from  this  subcategory 
may  be  introduced  into  a  publicly  owned 
treatment  works. 

Subpart  E  is  amended  by  adding 
§  426.54  as  follows: 

§  426.54  Pretreatment  Standards  for 
Existing  Sources. 

For  the  purpose  of  pretreatment  stand¬ 
ards  for  incompatible  pollutants  estab¬ 
lished  under  40  CFR  128.133,  the 
effluent  limitations  guidelines  set  forth 
in  40  CFR  426.52  above  shall  not  apply 
and,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  40  CFR 
Part  128  concerning  pretreatment,  proc¬ 
ess  waste  water  from  this  subcategory 
may  be  introduced  into  a  publicly  owned 
treatment  works. 

Subpart  F  is  amended  by  adding 
§  426.64  as  follows: 

§  426.64  Pretreatment  Standards  for 
Existing  Sources. 

For  the  purpose  of  pretreatment  stand¬ 
ards  for  incompatible  pollutants  estab¬ 
lished  under  40  C:TR  128.133,  the 
effluent  limitations  guidelines  set  forth 
in  40  CFR  426.62  above  shall  not  apply 
and,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  40  CFR 
Part  128  concerning  pretreatment,  proc¬ 
ess  waste  water  from  this  subcategory 
may  be  introduced  into  a  publicly  owned 
treatment  works. 

Subpart  G  is  amended  by  adding 
§  426.74  as  follows: 

§  426.74  Pretreatment  Standards  for 
Existing  Sources. 

For  the  piuposes  of  pretreatment 
standards  for  incompatible  pollutants  es¬ 
tablished  under  40  CTR  128.133,  the 
effluent  limitations  guidelines  for  oil  set 
forth  in  40  CFR  426.72  above  shall  apply 
and,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  40  CFR 
Part  128  concerning  pretreatment,  proc¬ 
ess  waste  water  from  this  subcategory 
may  not  be  introduced  into  a  publicly 
owned  treatment  works,  except  in  com¬ 
pliance  with  such  limitations. 

[FR  Doc.74-3601  Plied  2-13-74;8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  39,  NO.  32— THURSDAY,  FEBRUARY  14,  1974 


